
Report on  

Institute of Economic Studies, Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles University in Prague 

 

Student:  

Advisor:  

Title of the thesis: 
Household Debt in the Czech Republic: Focus on 
Mortgage Amount Determinants 

 

 
OVERALL ASSESSMENT (provided in English, Czech, or Slovak): 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Literatura: 

Autorka 

 .  

s literaturou. Odkazy na jin ohl   jin

v  Kapitola 5 

  

  

a 

 

 

Metody: 

autorky. 

v Vzhledem k 

).  

 tomu, 

 

byc  procedury v 

 

 

  

s  

V 

 

 

Kapitola 5.8 

s    Na 

 sit. Pro 

v 

  

 

 



Report on  

Institute of Economic Studies, Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles University in Prague 

 

Student:  

Advisor:  

Title of the thesis: 
Household Debt in the Czech Republic: Focus on 
Mortgage Amount Determinants 

 

 

Vzhledem k 

 

datech z  .  

V i mi  

je v  

Blanchflower et al. (2003)
1
, Coleman (2002)

2
, 

Klasen (2002)
3
, Mammen and Paxon (2000)

4
 Gender pay gap statistics  z 

Eurostatu.  

. P

bod t do kontextu 

  

 

   

 

 

 

  

. 

v   

 

 

velmi ukazuje 

o   

 

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
1
 Blanchflower,  David  G.,  Phillip  B.  Levine,  and  David  J.  Zimmerman.  2003.  Discrimination  in   

the small-business credit market. Review of Economics and Statistics 85:930-943. 
2
 Coleman, Susan. 2002. Access to debt capital for women- and minority-owned small firms: Does  

educational  attainment  have  an  impact?  Journal  of  Developmental  Entrepreneurship 9:127-143. 
3
 Klasen,  Stephan.  2002.  Low  schooling  for  girls,  slower  growth  for  all?  Cross-country  evidence  on  the  

effect  of  gender  inequality   

in  education  on  economic  development.  World  Bank  Economic Review 16:345-373. 
4
 

Economic Perspectives 14:141-164. 



Report on  

Institute of Economic Studies, Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles University in Prague 

 

Student:  

Advisor:  

Title of the thesis: 
Household Debt in the Czech Republic: Focus on 
Mortgage Amount Determinants 

 
SUMMARY OF POINTS AWARDED (for details, see below):  
 

CATEGORY POINTS 

Literature                     (max. 20 points) 19 

Methods                      (max. 30 points) 28 

Contribution                 (max. 30 points) 27 

Manuscript Form         (max. 20 points) 20 

TOTAL POINTS         (max. 100 points) 94 

GRADE                          (1  2  3  4) 1 

 
 
NAME OF THE REFEREE: Michael Princ 
 
 
DATE OF EVALUATION:    2.6. 2016      

___________________________ 
Referee Signature 



 

 
 
EXPLANATION OF CATEGORIES AND SCALE: 

 
LITERATURE REVIEW: recent literature. 
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way. 
 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0  
 
 
METHODS: 
level of studies. The thesis topic is comprehensively analyzed.  
 
Strong  Average  Weak 
30  15  0  
 
 
CONTRIBUTION:  The author presents original ideas on the topic demonstrating critical thinking and ability to 
draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and empirics. There is a distinct value added of the 
thesis. 
 
Strong  Average  Weak 
30  15  0  
 
 
MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is well structured. The student uses appropriate language and style, including 
academic format for graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables and disposes with a 
complete bibliography. 
  
 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0  

 
 
Overall grading: 

 
TOTAL POINTS GRADE   

81  100 1 = excellent  

61  80 2 = good  

41  60 3 = satisfactory  

0  40 4 = fail  

 


